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Finland is activating wartime economy production lines to test readiness to shift to wartime economy.

Finnish defence forces will also run wargames with the biggest civilian partner companies to make sure they are able to function properly in wartime conditions.

At the same time the Finnish defence forces is running out of storage space for weapons systems and ammunition, due to all the recent procurements. Some of the materials will be stored in Sweden and Norway, where they are less vulnerable to Russian strikes.

(In Finnish)
https://www.verkkouutiset.fi/a/asevarastot-tayttyvat-sotatalouspaallikko-kertoo-hslle-varautumisesta
Ukraine's ministry of defence: *"Dear journalists, we immediately answer everyone: No, this is not true."*

[https://twitter.com/Faytuks/status/1752025357203431784](https://twitter.com/Faytuks/status/1752025357203431784)

About Zaluhzny supposed firing.
A Eurocopter 365 belonging to the Myanmar junta has [crashed](https://www.facebook.com/share/vH1fy4fznTc93y4c/?mibextid=WC7FNe) in Thingannyinaung town near Myawaddy on the Thai border. The KNLA claim to have shot it down. Reportedly, the helicopter was carrying important passengers, including generals. According to the KNLA, Brigadier General Aye Min Naung, his bodyguard and the two pilots [were killed by sniper fire](https://www.barrons.com/news/sniper-shoots-dead-myanmar-brigadier-general-in-helicopter-6e829146).

This would be one of the highest ranking, if not *the* highest ranking Tatmadaw officers to be killed by anti-junta forces so far. And it would be the fourth aircraft lost by the junta in January. The highest ever to my knowledge.
Iran is trying to gain a foothold in another state bordering the Red Sea:

**Iranian Drones Become Latest Proxy Tool in Sudan’s Civil War**

>Iran has supplied Sudan’s army with combat drones, taking sides in a disastrous civil war fueled by proxies keen for Red Sea access that has displaced millions and risks destabilizing the wider region, according to senior Western officials.

>Iran’s intervention in the nine-month conflict on the side of the military, which has lost swathes of territory to a paramilitary group allegedly backed by the United Arab Emirates, raises the stakes for the North African country already on the verge of famine. It also underscores the importance of Sudan’s 400-mile Red Sea coastline where the likes of China, Russia and Turkey are jockeying for access.

>Iran providing drones and other material support to Sudan’s army is “widely accepted in the diplomatic community,” said Alan Boswell, Horn of Africa project director for the International Crisis Group. “Regaining an ally in Sudan, especially along the Red Sea, would be a major win for Iran but will spook other regional and Western powers.”

>Sudan received shipments of the Mohajer-6, a single-engine unmanned aircraft manufactured in Iran by Quds Air Industries that carries precision-guided munitions, said three Western officials, requesting anonymity to divulge sensitive information. Analysts who examined satellite imagery confirmed the drone’s presence in the country.

https://www.bloomberg.com/news/articles/2024-01-24/iran-supplies-sudan-army-with-drones-as-civil-war-continues
The WSJ is reporting that [FOF confusion regarding drones](https://www.wsj.com/world/middle-east/iranian-allies-brace-for-u-s-response-to-deadly-drone-strike-99378749) may have allowed the casualty-causing attack to succeed.

> The U.S. failed to stop a deadly attack on an American military outpost in Jordan when the enemy drone approached its target at the same time a U.S. drone was also returning to base, U.S. officials said Monday. 
The return of the U.S. drone led to some confusion over whether the incoming drone was friend or foe, officials have concluded so far. 

Further in the article they add that there is no evidence Iran directed the attack, which aligns with what [Iran itself has been claiming](https://www.bbc.com/news/world-middle-east-68126137). As widely expected, it seems most likely the US response will be more strikes against Iraqi/Syrian proxies, instead of Iran directly. If past strikes are any indicator, this won't escalate the issue but also won't resolve it and we can expect the show to go on.

> An American defense official said on Monday that the U.S. has yet to find evidence that Iran directed the attack, which killed three U.S. troops and wounded dozens of others. The drone struck living quarters for the troops, contributing to the high casualties, a U.S. official said.

> The U.S. is weighing strikes against militias in Iraq and Syria, as well as within Iran, the officials said. An attack on Iranian soil seemed like a less likely option, U.S. officials said.
U.S. SOCOM is looking to increase capabilities in two areas. First, a new sniper rifle. Second, improving radar on their C-130s.

[US special operations forces are searching for a new extreme long-range rifle for their next big fight | Business Insider | January 2024](https://www.businessinsider.com/socom-searching-new-rifle-snipers-deal-damage-in-modern-combat-2024-1)

*In December, US Special Operations Command, or SOCOM, released a solicitation for offers for a new sniper rifle. The notice requires certain standard characteristics for the new sniper rifle.*

*The Extreme Long Range-Sniper Rifle (ELR-SR) program is looking for a new modular, magazine-fed, multi-caliber capable system to replace the M107 Barret and MK15 anti-personnel and anti-materiel sniper rifles. There is a requirement that the weapon's operator be able to swap barrels easily within 5 minutes.*

*SOCOM also wants its new sniper rifle to be significantly lighter than the ones it will be replacing. With a maximum weight of 22 lbs, the ELR-SR will be almost 9 lbs lighter than the M107 Barret and about 5 lbs lighter than the MK15. In terms of range, the ELR-SR is expected to be similar to older sniper rifles.*

*Special Operations Command is looking for a precision weapon that can hit targets up to 2,500 meters (1.5 miles) away. As for its durability, SOCOM wants the new sniper rifle to have a barrel life of between 1,200 and 1,500 rounds.*

*Additionally, the new rifle should be capable of firing the .300 Norma Mangum bullet, which has been approved by the Department of Defense, as well as subsonic and supersonic rounds.*

*SOCOM also specified that the new sniper rifle should be able to take a sound suppressor no more than 8.5 inches long with recoil-reducing attributes. The command is also looking for a rifle with as little recoil as possible because the less recoil a weapon has, the more accurate the shooter can be.*

[AESA Radars For AC-130J, MC-130J Sought By SOCOM | The Warzone | January 2024](https://www.thedrive.com/the-war-zone/aesa-radars-for-ac-130j-mc-130j-sought-by-socom)

*U.S. Special Operations Command (SOCOM) is testing the market to see if anyone can provide “rapid fielding” of AESA (active electronically scanned array) radars to replace the existing radars on AC-130J Ghostrider gunships and MC-130J Commando II special operations transport/tanker aircraft. Such a move would replace the AN/APN-241 mechanically scanned weather and navigation radars on these aircraft with an AESA radar set, bringing vastly different capabilities to the platform.*

*SOCOM placed a request for information (RFI) on the federal SAM.com contracting website Thursday. That was the first apparent formal step taken by the command to pursue a capability it has sought, at least to some degree, since at least 2015. That's when SOCOM revealed that it had been testing the AN/ASQ-236 Dragon's Eye radar pod on its gunships. SOCOM later decided that would not work.*

*Then-Air Force Special Operations Command (AFSOC) commander Lt. Gen. James Slife brought up the concept again at a September 2022 Air and Space Forces Association conference. Slife is now a general, serving as Air Force Vice Chief of Staff.*

*“I think we’re in the terminal stages of concluding an agreement with an industry partner that will allow us to put an… AESA radar on a C-130, which provides a whole host of capabilities that we haven’t seen up to this point,” Slife told reporters during a media roundtable at the time.*

*An AESA radar "on a C-130 opens up a host of possibilities for everything from airborne electronic attack and airborne cyber effects and things of that nature that up to now have not been part of our portfolio,” he added.*

*In May 2023, the U.S. Special Operations Command (SOCOM) Program Executive Office for Fixed Wing aircraft (PEO-FW) announced plans to test a Ghostrider gunship equipped with AESA radar.*

*It is unclear what happened to the agreement Slife mentioned two years ago or the Ghostrider test, but AFSOC is apparently just now beginning to formally engage industry on a wide scale about its intentions of adding the sensor system that would greatly boost the capabilities of both aircraft.*

*AESA radar systems offer major benefits over their mechanically scanned array counterparts. These include near instant scanning speed, being able to execute multiple modes at once, the range at which they can spot targets and their overall fidelity. They are also more resistant to jamming and are far more reliable, mainly because they lack their predecessors moving parts.*

*But for the AC-130, specifically, an AESA radar could allow it to do things it current cannot, which includes engaging targets in all weather and over great ranges without external support and tracking moving targets on the ground over broad areas. These two capabilities are enabled by synthetic aperture radar imaging and ground moving target indicator modes. You can read about what an AESA could bring to the AC-130J in far greater detail in our previous feature linked here.*

*One thing that is worth noting is that placing an AESA radar in an AC-130J's nose, unless it was installed on a swashplate, would not allow it to scan directly to its left side, where the AC-130's guns are installed. The radar could still help pick out fixed targets to hit with the guns, but directing the guns against moving targets via radar would not likely be possible without another side-mounted array. There are smaller modular solutions that exist for such an installation that could be tied into the larger forward-facing array.*
Some drone warfare stuff: 


t. me/milinfolive/115246  
Ukraine launched a drone attack against oil infrastructure in Yaroslavl oblast, 900km from the border. Reportedly, only one drone got close but got grounded by EW.   
  

[Ukrainians discovered a new Shahed modification with a cumulative and incendiary warhead.](https://en.defence-ua.com/news/russia_modified_the_shahed_136_drone_warhead_for_the_third_time_incorporating_both_cumulative_and_incendiary_effects_photos-9335.html)  

>Equipped with a cumulative recess responsible for generating the cumulative jet, the enhanced warhead’s most perilous feature is its supplementary thermal effect upon detonation. This effect is achieved through the inclusion of incendiary elements, likely thermite charges, positioned in the center of the warhead.
A Latvian EU parliament members was an FSB asset for at least 2004-2017, which isn't surprising because she heads a pro-Russian party: https://theins ru/en/politics/268694 so requesting funding for e.g. a parade or going to a 25k euro event isn't much (compared to secretly undermining things from the other side or approving corrupt procurement, especially since a source says she funds the party with her own money.) It's more interesting in how it paints the FSB:

- she met her first handler in the 70s
- all of them are very old (70s now)
- the sums are all small, and aimed at cultural events
- she was an international observer to the Crimean elections
- she traveled to Syria and met Assad in 2016

So it seems like they are using the same assets on all their projects, which they found long ago. When we fear infiltration, it's more like unexpected public figures wanting us to dismantle core alliances (see Trump in the 80s re: Japan, after he visited the USSR.) The more recent far right and far left groups seem like an act of desperation, since traditional sources failed.
"US weapons exports up 50 percent in 2023 as Washington challenges Russia, China


American defense companies racked up $81 billion in new foreign military sales last year, a more than 50 percent increase from 2022, with huge deals spurred by Russia’s invasion of Ukraine leading the way.


The biggest deals were a trio of sales worth about $30 billion for attack and transport helicopters, and long-range missile launchers to Poland and Germany, as NATO rushes to stock up on state-of-the-art weapons in the alliance’s stare-down with Moscow, according to State Department figures"


Full story: https://www.politico.com/news/2024/01/29/us-foreign-arms-sales-russia-china-00138390


Source: Fiscal Year 2023 U.S. Arms Transfers and Defense Trade
https://www.state.gov/fiscal-year-2023-u-s-arms-transfers-and-defense-trade/
In air-force cooperation news: 

[Hartpunkt: MBDA plans to manufacture Brimstone 3 for the German Air Force in Germany](https://www.hartpunkt.de/mbda-will-brimstone-3-fuer-die-luftwaffe-in-deutschland-fertigen/)

>However, the final production of the missile \[Brimstone 3\] for the German Air Force is to take place in Germany. "The procurement of Brimstone would go hand in hand with the construction of a final assembly line and a service centre in Schrobenhausen," said a spokesperson for MBDA Germany when asked about this.   
\[...\] The MBDA spokesperson explains, **"This will enable us to double our industrial production capacities, increase German added value and meet the needs of Germany and our European NATO partners in the long term."**

Good news for the british Brimstone 3 missile. Germany will procure them for their Eurofighters, and MBDA Germany will set up a production line and maintenance center. MBDA Germany is already producing parts for the Brimstone missile so its likely they will ramp up production too. 

[CZ Defence](https://www.czdefence.cz/clanek/spolecny-vycvik-ceskych-a-nemeckych-pilotu-letounu-f-35#:~:text=Zaveden%C3%AD%20letoun%C5%AF%20F%2D35%20p%C5%99in%C3%A1%C5%A1%C3%AD,region%2C%E2%80%9C%20upozornil%20gener%C3%A1l%20%C4%8Cepelka) also reported on a meeting between heads of the Luftwaffe and Czech armed forces recently. Reportedly cooperation between Germany and the Czech Republic in running and training for F-35s was agreed on. It has also been reported that the Czech Republic is interested in cooperating inside the European Skyshield Initiative (ESSI).   
Unclear what system so far. Czechia already has the short range covered, maybe Patriots or cooperation with Arrow 3? I could also see Czechia picking Skyranger 30 for their wheeled Pandur vehicles.
As over ten countries including the Netherlands, Switzerland and Finland have paused funding for the Unrwa, more details about the agency and its 12,000 employees in Gaza of the 30,000 in Palestine are coming to light

[Intelligence Reveals Details of U.N. Agency Staff’s Links to Oct. 7 Attack](https://www.wsj.com/world/middle-east/at-least-12-u-n-agency-employees-involved-in-oct-7-attacks-intelligence-reports-say-a7de8f36)

Around 10% of Palestinian aid agency’s 12,000 staff in Gaza have links to militants, according to intelligence dossier

Six United Nations Relief and Works Agency workers were part of the wave of Palestinian militants who killed 1,200 people in the deadliest assault on Jews since the Holocaust, according to the intelligence dossier. Two helped kidnap Israelis. Two others were tracked to sites where scores of Israeli civilians were shot and killed. Others coordinated logistics for the assault, including procuring weapons.


Of the 12 Unrwa employees with links to the attacks, seven were primary or secondary school teachers, including two math teachers, two Arabic language teachers and one primary school teacher.

…

Two officials familiar with the intelligence said the Unrwa employees considered to have ties with militant groups were deemed to be “operatives,” indicating they took active part in the organization’s military or political framework. The report said 23% of Unrwa’s male employees had ties to Hamas, a higher percentage than the average of 15% for adult males in Gaza, indicating a higher politicization of the agency than the population at large.
Nearly half of all Unrwa employees—an estimated 49%—also had close relatives who also had official ties to the militant groups, especially Hamas, the intelligence reports said.

…

Teachers make up nearly three-quarters of Unrwa’s Gaza-based local staff. Unrwa schools, which use textbooks approved by the Palestinian Authority, have come under fire for using materials that allegedly glorify terrorists and promote hatred of Israel. Unrwa says it has taken steps to address problematic content, but a 2019 U.S. Government Accountability Office report said that measures haven’t always been implemented.


Since Oct. 7, Hamas has stolen more than $1 million worth of Unrwa supplies, including fuel and trucks, according to the intelligence report. The intelligence assessment alleges that Hamas operatives are so deeply enmeshed within the Unrwa aid-delivery enterprise as to coordinate transfers for the organization.
There is some news that Kuwait will send over a 100 M-84 tanks(yugoslavian and later croatian and serbian version built on T-72) to Croatia's Djuro Djakovic plant to be reffited and modernized and then sent to Ukraine.
Croatia also has about 80 of these tanks and there were some rumours about replacing them with swiss Leopard tanks going on for about a year now with no official confirmation.

https://twitter.com/clashreport/status/1752216562356871187

The only news about it i could find in our domestic press.Our governement does not give any news about weapon donations or sales to Ukraine and its from a tabloid so not really reliable.

https://www.24sata.hr/news/duro-dakovic-modernizirat-ce-tenkove-m-84-za-ukrajince-957426

Auto translate to english works quite well.

Djuro Djakovic is also the place where recently aquired american Bradley's will be reffited for Croatia.First batch of 22 recently arrived with 77 more to come.
It's been widely reported over the weekend that a meeting took place in Paris on Sunday between officials from the US (represented by William Burns), Israel, Egypt and Qatar over a new hostage deal that could gradually lead to a longer-term ceasefire. The basic outline appears to be that the remaining American and Israeli hostages will be released in stages, which are accompanied by pauses in the fighting and further aid deliveries to Gaza (and presumably officials will aim to use these pauses to try and establish a permanent ceasefire). NBC have [now reported](https://www.nbcnews.com/news/world/live-blog/israel-hamas-war-live-updates-rcna136110#rcrd32568) that all four countries, including Israel, have agreed on the conditions of the deal, and it will be presented to Hamas today to see how acceptable they find it (note that Egypt and Qatar have been acting as their mediators so the contents should not come as a great shock).

edit - some more details from the WSJ on Saturday:

>International mediators are proposing a deal to secure the release of all the remaining hostages in Gaza in exchange for a roughly four-month cease-fire.

>The plan offered to Israel and Hamas would lead to an end to the war in Gaza, Egyptian officials said Saturday.

>The new proposal comes as Central Intelligence Agency Director William J. Burns meets in Paris this weekend with the Qatari prime minister, and negotiators from the Egyptian and Israeli intelligence agencies, for talks aimed at ending the war, officials familiar with the plan said.

>The proposal calls for an initial pause in fighting of six weeks to allow for the release of children, women and elderly in need of urgent medical attention. In exchange, Israel would set free a significant number of Palestinian prisoners and increase the flow of aid into Gaza, the Egyptian officials said. The following phases would see Hamas releasing Israeli female soldiers, then male soldiers and human remains, these officials said.

>In return, Hamas would get international guarantees, including from the U.S., that during the pause in fighting a comprehensive agreement would be reached that would lead to a permanent end to the war that has engulfed Gaza since Hamas militants attacked southern Israel on Oct. 7. The U.S. has designated Hamas a terrorist organization.

https://www.wsj.com/world/middle-east/arab-mediators-propose-new-hostage-release-plan-to-end-israel-hamas-war-392ae7d4
There's an interesting minor debate whether the US already has troops in Yemen: https://theintercept.com/2024/01/26/us-troops-yemen-pentagon-white-house/ We know at least small groups were in Yemen 1.5 years ago: https://thecradle.co/articles-id/3746 but now we have the president saying troops are there while the pentagon says the opposite. The president seems correct here, because even recently: https://theintercept.com/2023/11/02/yemen-israel-us-troops/ and: https://theconversation.com/bidens-use-of-military-in-yemen-upsets-congressional-progressives-but-fits-with-long-tradition-of-presidents-exercising-commander-in-chiefs-power-221056
In the wake of the death of US troops in Jordan I have to wonder Why naval targets have not featured more prominently in American responses to these sort of provocations. For one, they are legitimate military target, and carry almost 0 risk of civilian casualties. Additionally, large ships are significantly more difficult to place than say a radar site. Doing it with subs as well would be near zero risk to American forces and allow the attack boats a sort of live fire exercise opportunity befjre any sort of peer conflict.
There are rumours across UA telegram that Zaluhzny has been fired by Zelensky. 

Now, Oliver Carrol, the top foreign correspondent for The Economist has said it is true. Official confirmation from the president's office has not yet arrived. 

https://twitter.com/olliecarroll/status/1752016775430983683
Politically Biden will look incredibly weak to voters if these attacks on US troops and assets continue into the election cycle by Iranian-backed groups and militants and Biden doesn’t act on Iran.

Don’t forget that Trump’s pole foreign policy was his actions against Iran and China - if Biden backs down here he’s shooting himself in the foot.

You can’t possible convince me or the general voting public that Iran is not behind at least one of the 150+ attacks on U.S. assets in ME.
What happened to Gulf War Syndrome?
Hi, question for those who follow Russian glide bomb development (u/glideer might know). Is there any effort to expand UMPK deployment to other aircraft in the VKS? Su-24s and Su-34s seem to be doing the majority of strikes, but Russia could greatly increase their sortie rate if they started also using, say, Su-27s. Now, one probably wouldn’t see Tu-22M3s dropping these bombs (on account of the value per sortie and their value as missile trucks), but despite multiple Patriot ambushes, these sorties are mostly safe from air defenses. It would seem logical to me that the Russians would like to intensify such strikes as much as possible, even if UMPK accuracy is often questionable. What’s the current trajectory here, and how are we expecting this to evolve with the addition of F-16s (and potentially Gripens eventually) this year?
It looks like the drone used was a Shaheed. Any chance that Russia might be behind this? It came from Syria, Russia is in Syria as well. They just casually gave launchers to terror groups out there?

Urgent | An American official told Al Jazeera: The drone that targeted our base in northeastern #Jordan was an Iranian-made Shahed model
[removed]
> the Finnish defence forces is running out of storage space for weapons systems and ammunition

Western NATO nations should take notes on what deterrence looks like
Am I missing something big here? Do western intelligence have some recent news that have all these top officials in a frenzy to prepare, call for conscription and procurement. Russia had been a threat for 3 years now.
Shouldn't they let the Ukrainians use up some of the ammo to open up some storage space?

Finland's main security threat is Russia, and there are people shooting at Russian military right about now.
"The presidential office also dismisses the claim regarding General Zaluzhny's dismissal.   
I hope they've seen the overall reaction tho."  
https://twitter.com/IAPonomarenko/status/1752033032377155984
Keep in mind that if the order is coming from Zelensky's office, Ukrainian MoD may not be best source to debunk early on. But yikes all around.  


Reporter [Illia Ponomarenko](https://twitter.com/iaponomarenko/status/1752033032377155984?s=61&t=8SYpH-QwLkrrJKwhBnFtOA) now reports Zelensky's office dismisses the rumor: 

>The presidential office also dismisses the claim regarding General Zaluzhny's dismissal.   
I hope they've seen the overall reaction tho.
if it isnt true i wonder where the false rumors started...butusov would be my first guess but i would love to trace it back to the actual source
there was only once source some random twitter account. good to see some official confirmation tho, just seems like a dumb move all around. I would also think something this big would have a big announcement with immediate replacement following it. whole thing was sus
Any confirmation that is new that Zaluzhny is still Ukraines commander in chief?
Ironic that Iran and Russia are backing different sides in Sudan.
Do proxies have the ability to plan and execute such an attack on their own?

And do US drones not have FOF detection?
Is Iran trying to claim they’ve lost control of their militias? The uptick in strikes since oct 7th is obviously at their behest, and it seems like more luck than anything that this is the first one to cause deaths. The feigning ignorance just doesn’t seem believable. Even if they didn’t direct this specific strike they’re the ones who let them off the leash.
Come on man. You’re telling me 150+ attacks on US assets in ME since October has no evidence of Iran directing the attack? 

These militias and Iran-backed groups just suddenly decided to start a campaign in coalition?

Biden is weak if he refuses to target Iran. How many more of our troops need to get bombed before we hit Iran?
The fact that the base air defence net was down every time a drone went in or out is a major failure. It's the kind of lax procedures that are common in peacetime armies but get people killed in a combat zone.
The rifle request seems to be a reoccurring issue. In the 90s on the SF side we looked into using big bore rifle teams as a method of directly attacking some sensitive targets (TEL, radars, etc) with small teams armed with .50BMG rifles and support equipment.  Ultimately it was determined one of the challenges was infil/exfil.  By the early GWOT years it was decided that this was a better mission for CAS.  Now from what I'm hearing there is a very real concern about teams operating in denied EW environments where CAS and drones may not be able to operate, but a small team can.
I imagine the frontrunner for the AC-130J AESA would be northrop grumman?
>This effect is achieved through the inclusion of incendiary elements, likely thermite charges, positioned in the center of the warhead.

Interesting, I guess it's designed to cause fires in an oil facility (or elsewhere).
Best assets are sleepers that want minor advantages. Eg I'm moderately russophilic, get a seat in parliament and suddenly I get a summon to the Russian Embassy where I'm gauged by the FSB. I'm not exactly a spy but having the contact helps further my objectives.
Is there any analysis on how much of this is due to increased spending, versus how much might just be an increase as countries are getting turned off Russian hardware (or no longer able to buy from them) and so are turning to the US for their military hardware.
Would be interesting to know what qualifies as a link in this context
Channel 12 in Israel has publicly revealed the first UNRWA-Hamas double employees:

> N12News revealed additional details including the faces of the 12 UNRWA Employees, and the Hamas roles and names of two of them.

> According to N12 - one UNRWA Teacher named Alaa, was a Platoon Commander for Hamas in Nusseiret; and took part in the Beeri Massacre.

> The second named Faisal, an UNRWA Social worker  was a Hamas terrorist in the organization's Nusseiret Battalion and took part in taking Hostage a soldier's corpse

https://x.com/yaaricohen/status/1752167212419334637?s=46&t=fc-rjYm09tzX-nreO-4qCA

I think something that is being overshadowed by the gigantic intel failure before october 7th is not only the number of Palestinians captured and interrogated over the last three months but also the amount of intelligence data captured. Everything from computers to simple papers is in the hands of the Israelis now. From Hamas documents to UN papers. 

This should Israel not only give huge insights into what happened in Gaza but also enough evidence to launch information campaigns such as against UNRWA.
I can't help but feel this is all just a distraction. Unrwa is the only aid game in town, in a place in where the entire population relies on aid, and Hamas is the only political game in town, the fact that there is some crossover is unavoidable.
I'm honestly flabbergasted that with every international flashpoint over the last decade the West has chosen to systematically delegitimize the very international institutions that we've built whenever they've diverged from our foreign policy preferences, absolutely childish short-term thinking, starting with the OPCW in Syria and now even attacking fundamental UN institutions because of the ICJ outcome.
I did some research and it seems that these rumours were first published by some sketchy Serbian site (without sources of course) one day before 24sata picked it up.

(If anyone is interested, here's the link: [https://tvfront.rs/kuvajtski-tenkovi-m-84ab-preko-hrvatske-idu-u-ukrajinu/](https://tvfront.rs/kuvajtski-tenkovi-m-84ab-preko-hrvatske-idu-u-ukrajinu/) )

Personally, I think it's fake news.
I don't see why Hamas would accept anything but an Israel surrender. Those hostages must be the only guarantee the leadership has to not be destroyed or captured, once they are mostly out of the way it's over for them.
If Israel’s plan is to pivot to ground operations in souther lebanon, I suspect they will eventually get a deal hashed out. Question will be on what terms and will the Israeli public accept those terms.
> Hamas would get international guarantees, including from the U.S

We have reached the point where the US grants guarantees to a FTO. Curious what the polling is showing to Biden that he is willing to accept the GOP attack ads saying: "Biden forced Israel to surrender to Islamist terrorists that killed 1.200 Jews". Trump must be pretty ahead in Democratic polls. 

Giving Hamas a guarantee that during the pause a comprehensive agreement will be reached also means applying all the pressure on Israel and non on Hamas. Because if Hamas has a guarantee that an agreement will be reached why should they back down at all? 

This agreement will also likely be the end of the far-right Israeli coalition. With the support of Ganz Bibi will probably be able to continue until the elections even if the far-right parties quit.
> The proposal calls for an initial pause in fighting of six weeks to allow for the release of children, women and elderly in need of urgent medical attention. In exchange, Israel would set free a significant number of Palestinian prisoners and increase the flow of aid into Gaza, the Egyptian officials said. The following phases would see Hamas releasing Israeli female soldiers, then male soldiers and human remains, these officials said.

I hope this isnt accurate.

There is no way to rely on good faith from Hamas.

The idea Israel can relase "a significant number of Palestinian prisoners and increase the flow of aid into Gaza" and then in a later phase Hamas will release prisoners?  

I can't believe anybody on the Israel side would be considering this after Hamas' handling of the previous ceasefire and lies about hostage releases.
The Pentagon is using specific language here, it's not denying or confirming anything. The spokesperson says "he's not aware" not that there aren't troops.
I've got no sources to add, but I'd be HIGHLY surprised if CIA SAC, various tier one groups. Army SF are probably doing thier thing.
First off because the IRGC ships being used for this are disguised as fishing/commercial ships. So there absolutely is a risk of hitting the wrong one and killing civilians. But far more importantly the US is desperate to avoid a larger conflict. If the US sinks Iranian ships near the Red Sea Iran will start attacking US naval and commercial ships in the Persian gulf. So instead of reducing conflict in the region it would significantly increase conflict, impede commercial shipping, and further risk escalation into a larger conflict.
If the US starts sinking Houthi and Iranian aligned ships in the Gulf of Oman, Gulf of Aden, and the Red Sea, it will jack up insurance quotes, and impact one of the busiest shipping lanes in the world even more than the Houthis have already done, as it will turn into a combat zone between the US and the Houthis both targeting ships.
Which naval targets? Do you think Houthis have a navy?
So many US ships come equipped with submarine detecting radar, and let’s be reasonable, most US opponents in the ME lack a functional Navy let alone submarines.
From journalist [Illia Ponomarenko](https://twitter.com/iaponomarenko/status/1752024876280418711?s=61&t=8SYpH-QwLkrrJKwhBnFtOA):

>Ukraine's Ministry of Defense says: "No, this is not true". Of course, that's about the alleged dismissal of General Zaluzhny.

Source: Ukrainian MoD on telegram: [https://t](https://t) me/ministry\_of\_defense\_ua/8732. Replace the space after t with a .

Edit: Based on confusion, it's very possible the MoD hasn't received orders from Zelensky who would have to sign any such order. So MoD alone may not be necessary to dispel this rumor/news given how far it has spread in a short amount of time. I'd recommend waiting for confirmation/denial from Zelensky before dismissing.

Second Edit: Zelensky's office now denies, also [via Illia Ponomarenko](https://twitter.com/iaponomarenko/status/1752033032377155984?s=61&t=8SYpH-QwLkrrJKwhBnFtOA): 

>The presidential office also dismisses the claim regarding General Zaluzhny's dismissal.   
I hope they've seen the overall reaction tho.
[Jennifer Griffin of Fox News: Reports that Pres Zelensky has fired Gen Zaluzhny are not true, according to a senior Ukrainian official I just spoke to.](https://twitter.com/JenGriffinFNC/status/1752030325398454295)

[Nana Sajaia of Fox News: "Two top Ukrainian officials tell me reports about firing General Zaluzhny are NOT true."](https://twitter.com/NanaSajaia/status/1752028805718528079)
I find the timing odd. Zaluzhnyi remains extremely popular within the army, the population at large and Western officials (as far as I can tell). Dismissing him is likely to generate sufficient controversy, dissent and uncertainty to jeopardize his attempts at securing critical military and financial aid, at pretty much the worst possible time. Or at least diminish what he does end up getting relative to a counterfactual in which he'd postponed this decision by a month or two.
Unless they uncovered severe corruption on his part or he was a secret Russian asset, I'm not sure I like this. Sure, the Ukrainian Army hasn't had much to show since their proclaimed Counter-Offensive began, with the exception of their Black Sea Efforts of course, but that's more to due with realities of the situation than any error on Zaluhzny's part.
Denied by the official UA Defense Ministry telegram channel:

> Dear journalists, we immediately answer everyone: No, this is not true.

https://t.me/ministry_of_defense_ua/8732
This is actually really bad if you're Pro-UA. Zaluhzny, whatever his faults, seems to have a much more realistic grasp of the real imbalance in forces and means between Ukraine and Russia at the strategic level, an understanding that Zelensky sorely lacks. Zelensky is a micromanager, which isn't an anomaly when it comes to many wars throughout history. It isn't even unique in this war either. According to Tom Cooper's most recent book on the war in Ukraine, he claims that Putin was interfering with decision making down to the battalion level, during the initial period of the incursion. The problem is that most leaders who micro manage suck at it, and actually makes things worse, because they don't have any military background, and don't understand (or don't seem to want to understand) military science or military art, in particular. Operational art, for example, or in other words, how to translate tactical actions in a given theater of war into strategic success (or in more simple terms, fighting campaigns in a economical way where you can end the war on your terms, from a position of strength) is something most micro managers like Zelensky ignore, because they want to do to much with too little.

As of right now, Ukraine needs to shift to a strategically defensive posture, so that it can rebuild and retrain its force, replenish units that have been depleted by fighting, and create the conditions that are necessary for winning a series of decisive campaigns. This means conceding the initiative at the operational and strategic level for now, so no more major offensives for the rest of the year, but tactically, Ukrainian forces can still remain aggressive, so long as they don't fight for every inch of soil.
I saw a former Rada deputy and a big tg channel citing own sources claiming that as well.  
If it's true and he's replaced by Syrsky, which is likely, it will make a lot of people very unhappy.
Ukainian channels are now saying Budanov is replacing him: https://t. me/truexanewsua/86424
Yes and no. I mean ultimately the American public has schizophrenic desires when it comes to foreign policy. They want the Iran problem 'solved,' dont want to see it in the news, and will punish Biden for not 'solving' it. But also they dont want intervention, most Americans find anything more than short term strikes distasteful (and his base hates EVEN short term strikes), and there is zero appetite for either a sweeping alteration to Iran policy or the kind of direct intervention that may be required to really 'solve' the Iran problem. That is, some kind of sustained and potentially crippling operation, even potentially some kind of ground operation. 

Biden is likely in a position here where if he does too little on Iran he may lose 2% at the polls, and if he does too much he may lose 5%. Particularly as you begin to game out which voters are more likely to be upset versus those hes trying to court. Its not clear to me that the key electoral targets for him are actually going to care that much past an emotional retributive response. Like can we game out why a white woman from suburban Atlanta or Michigan would really care about Iran past American fatalities? 

Add to this another key electoral reality: very little of what happens today will matter in November. The election is going to be decided based on issues in September, people's opinions in polls wont solidify until the summer. American politics is very weird with this long, mostly fake, election cycle. If Iran is still killing Americans in Sept. that will surely be an issue for Biden. But if things have quieted down by then I'm not sure hes really going to suffer much for how he gets us there, and certainly not at all if the week of Thanksgiving it all goes to shit again.
>if Biden backs down here he’s shooting himself in the foot.

If not reacting harshly against Iran is shooting himself in the foot, then action that would spike oil prices to 150 to 200 in an election year is a full on self execution
What type of response will be just enough for this? It might hurt him in the elections if he does too little or too much, the way I see it. Like how some people see Israel now.
A new boots-on-ground conflict in the middle east that doesn’t involve an attack on the mainland US would likely torpedo Biden’s reelection hopes. As a result, I fully expect Iran, Russia, and perhaps North Korea/China to escalate/deescalate their regional spats based on what they desire out of the next US presidential term. As it stands now, from an arms trade standpoint, the US is the kingmaker for our European, Middle East, and Asian allies more than ever.
>Politically Biden will look incredibly weak to voters if these attacks on US troops and assets continue into the election cycle by Iranian-backed groups and militants and Biden doesn’t act on Iran.

Indeed. But on the other hand, it he does order a strong response, the usual crowd is going to scream themselves voiceless about how Democrats are always wasting money and lives on foreign wars. 

I suspect anyone still voting for Trump won't agree with Biden's actions, no matter what.
President Biden will be portrayed as either weak or "another member of the oligarchy/neoliberal elite/deep state getting us into foreign wars" regardless of his actions. I would argue that disregarding the constraints of domestic politics is the only way Biden can feasibly arrive at a situation which *doesn't* make him look bad in the general.
Hopefully he will retaliate in some very showy, yet non-escalatory manner. Enough to satisfy critics yet not result in more American deaths or start a wider war.
[removed]
[Research is ongoing and some drugs have been tested.](https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Gulf_War_syndrome)
IIRC Su-24s are now compatible with the UPMK and there ws discussion about this on the daily threads. I believe that this was 2-3 ish months ago. But right after they delared Su-24s UPMKs capable, one was shotdown.
>Hi, question for those who follow Russian glide bomb development (  
>  
>u/glideer  
>  
> might know). Is there any effort to expand UMPK deployment to other aircraft in the VKS? Su-24s and Su-34s seem to be doing the majority of strikes

No, as far as I know. The Russian aviation channels were very happy with the UMPK being adapted to the Su-24 (which I assume they have a gazillion of at various aircraft storage sites) but almost all of the new UMPK videos are still Su-34s dropping 4x500kg or (rarely these days) 2x500kg. True, the videos are getting rarer as the novelty wears off, but I don't think they are anywhere near needing another platform.

As a funny side note, there was a group of people in the VKS unhappy with the advent of the UMPK. Just before the glide bombs started appearing the VKS created a Storm-aviation unit, mostly composed of retired pilots who volunteered to conduct low-level bombing missions using disposable aircraft like Su-24s. As you can imagine, the expected losses for these missions were so high as to make them almost suicidal (Wagner used to do similar raids). It might come as a surprise (or not, human nature being what it is), but many of the pilots were bitterly disappointed at having to return to retirement when the VKS disbanded their unit after the UMPKs proved successful.
If it were a Shahed, why would Russia be your first guess as the supplier as opposed to Iran, who makes them.

Edit - Russia also makes them, but they are an Iranian design and all.
You should provide a link if you make a claim like that.
>They just casually gave launchers to terror groups out there?

While it is almost certainly not a Russian drone it is a good question.

Why would Russia give weapons to various groups that kill US soldiers after the USA gave weapons to the Ukrainian army to kill Russian soldiers? It is just a natural progress of things. Actions have consequences.
Slightly less credibly theory, but it could be that Finland's leadership are seeing the preparedness levels of other nations in Europe, and given Finland's history with Russia want to take absolutely no risks whatsoever. Military recruitment and procurement levels are pretty down all-across most of the EU, even in the wake of the Ukraine invasion. I recall a news piece from a year or two ago about Ireland expanding it's participation in a training operation to a whopping dozen or so personnel. It was only a few years ago (2018 by my searching) that the Luftwaffe found it only had 10 of 128 Eurofighters in combat-ready condition.

Really the only other nation that has publicly stockpiled and upgraded its military procurement has been Poland and only over the last few years.

As the addage goes: Better to have it and not need it than need it and not have it.
Could just be that European capitals are spooked by the upcoming election in the US. Congress's refusal to provide additional funding to Ukraine may be an omen of things to come. European states are probably worried about being in a similar position to Ukraine, without the protection of their superpower benefactor.
Presumably what has changed is the view on risk that the US can't be relied on.
It’s certainly interesting. It’s also interesting how things like stocking ammo and equipment and calling for conscription suggests fighting a high intensity conventional war with Russia, something most analysts only months ago said would take years, perhaps even decades of prep post-Ukraine  to regain prewar strength. 

Pure speculation here, but I have had a hunch for a while that China could play a role in Russia’s rearmament, which would certainly move up the timetable. 

Otherwise, it’s a bit confusing given the current status quo. Conventional wisdom would suggest a direct NATO/Russia confrontation in the next 24 months would almost have to involve a Russian first strike with WMDs to even remotely have a chance at making an actual move on the Baltics or Scandinavian nations. Still, such a move would be more akin to Russian national suicide than a successful campaign against NATO.

That said, now is a great time for those border nations to run national readiness checks while the iron is hot.
Realization settling in, US is leaving Ukraine to hang and there is a pretty decent chance that Ukraine loses the war in the next couple years. Then Finland will have a million men Russian army with more drones then whole of NATO combined. US is incapable to even deter Iran.. I mean things are getting very real if you are on a Russian border. Article 5 and NATO just might mean nothing at least for a conventional war.

It pays to be careful and prepare.
My personal theory is that it's a way for the most pro-Ukrainian officials to bring back Ukraine and Russia in the media front-page, and to help push for more weapons to Ukraine. 
Note: Finland hasn't said what we have supplied, but we have supplied a fair bit.

I would not read in too much to what any Finnish official says about our stock levels - as they will not be revealing anything that can be used to assess actual stocks.

Very little Finnish material has been seen in photos, so odds are what we've sent is mainly ammunition.
>I hope they've seen the overall reaction tho

Ha -- looking at the excitement in the pro RU camp here and elsewhere I think that can be seen in more ways than just one. If this is just fake news it's likely done the opposite of what the official who started the rumor will have wanted. Tho I'm sure there will be the regular voices saying it was true all along.
They would have presumably checked with Zelensky's office before publishing a rebuttal, though the fact the original sources keep doubling down suggests there might be more to it.
Maybe the decision was taken but some outside factor prevented them from implementing it. Maybe the foreign aid liaisons didn't want Zaluzhny gone or maybe some faction within the government itself prevented it, for now.

Seems like too many reliable sources were reporting the news for it to be a complete falsehood.
There were murmurs of him being sacked for the past ~6 months, so it's not surprising if he is sacked soon.
It's obvious that the NSDC is not pleased with his performance. There was a deputy there who leaked/published to media about all his shortcomings that were laid before him at the council meeting couple of months ago.

The only thing that had been keeping Zaluzhny in place is his popularity among the Ukrainian people and parts of the army. Hard gamble for Zelenskyy/NSDC
Oliver Carrol in his initial tweet had it confirmed by a source in the Ukrainian government. I strongly doubt the primary source was a journalist, it must have been a senior government official for several (usually) credible sources to report it as fact.
I do not think it is false

I think Zaluhzny is gone just that it is not official. Either Zaluhzny quit and his resignation was not accepted or a decree by Zelenskyy that is not official yet

I personally think Zelenskyy fired him
[Bereza was first to post it I think](https://www.facebook.com/borislav.bereza)
That's not true. Kyiv Independent talked about multiple sources. Including one in the General Staff of Ukraine's Armed Forces.  
"A Kyiv Independent source in the General Staff of Ukraine's Armed Forces confirmed that Zaluzhnyi was fired. The source wasn't authorized to speak to the press."  
https://twitter.com/KyivIndependent/status/1752034962226712835
Actually, what's ironic is that a group of revisionist powers with different strategic goals, which sometimes conflict with each other, are collaborating to topple American hegemony.  

Very likely, the moment American hegemony recedes, the game will be on for free-for-all, against each other.  The fact that they cannot have this 'opportunity' to pursue their exceptional destinies seems to be their common grievance against US.
They literally send a drone to a well known outpost. Not sure what there is hard to execute.

As I understand the drone hit a tent with sleeping soldiers. So probably there was no general alarm or warning about an incoming to disperse hence the "FOF" confusion.
Depends on the unmanned aircraft. The COCO (contractor owned, contractor operated) Group 2-3’s may not have IFF Mode 4. 

The military should definitely change this ASAP. COCO restrictions set by the govt can be somewhat loose, especially once the operators out in the field are just focused on getting flight hours anyway they can (a requirement of their contracts).
I think saying that the armed groups Iran sponsors are "theirs" to "control" has about the same basis in reality as wild-eyed Iranian commentators claiming that Israel is controlled by the US.

All of the states and non-state actors involved are autonomous actors with their own leadership, their own decision-making, and their own goals.

Sponsoring and supplying an actor does not imply controlling it. Sponsorship is a two-way relationship. Often it's more about obtaining some degree of influence over an independent actor to push them away from the most undesirable actions.

The US position toward Israel in the Yom Kippur War is a good example of this. During the war, the US and USSR respectively supplied Israel and Egypt/Syria with military supplies and indirect support. This threatened to bring American and Soviet forces into direct confrontation, at a time when US-Soviet relations were relatively good. 

Once the Arab offensive had been halted and Israel's counteroffensives had routed Syrian forces and encircled the bulk of Egypt's mobile forces in the Sinai - leaving very little to stop the IDF from advancing on Cairo and Damascus - the Brezhnev and Nixon administrations agreed that a cease-fire was mutually desirable. But despite intense lobbying from the US, Israel refused to accept a cease-fire and continued its offensive. 

This led to disagreement in the Nixon administration about how to respond. Some advocated for cutting off military aid to Israel. Others, led by Kissinger, argued that cutting off supplies would just give up what leverage the US had over Israel and remove any incentive for the Israeli government to refrain from doing things the US *really* didn't want them to do, like driving on Cairo and possibly provoking direct Soviet military involvement. 

Kissinger's view prevailed, and ultimately turned out to be correct - a few days later Israel did accept the cease-fire, and the continuing strong relationship between the US and Israeli governments set the stage for the Carter administration to broker the Camp David Accords, a foreign policy coup that continues to be one of the cornerstones of US policy in the region.
The Iranian position has always been that the militia's aren't "theirs". That they are allied and friendly but independent forces. There is definitely a obfuscation aspect to it, as they do share common goals, as well as receiving Iranian material and financial support. But it also isn't necessarily incorrect, insofar as these groups are internally self-contained and don't really have Iran holding their hand 24/7.
>How many more of our troops need to get bombed before we hit Iran?

What happens if Iran continues to escalate? An air campaign alone won't work to knock out Iran. This subject has been analyzed for 20+ years.
Except that’s not what the article says at all.
The BBC thinks some of it is due to shying away from soviet stuff:

https://www.bbc.com/news/world-us-canada-68136840

> "Arms transfers and defence trade are important US foreign policy tools with potential long-term implications for regional and global security," the state department said in its annual memo released on Monday.

> Sales were also boosted by countries turning away from Russia, which has been the second largest seller of weapons after the US for decades, according to the head of the department's arms transfers office.

> "The Russian defence industry is failing and continues to fail," said Mira Resnick told Politico, adding that Russian weapons manufacturers are being "denied the resources that come from exports", such as cash.

No numbers coming from this particular article; the numbers you're most likely to see are from countries that are more open about their defence spending.

Instead, what can be seen was a rush within Europe to offload soviet/russian equipment and bring forward their NATO replacements via ring transfer/sales (Slovakia's planes, etc). That sugar rush is unlikely to persist.

However, the Ukraine war has loosened Poland's military procurement purse strings, and AUKUS has let the UK and Australia continue their tech sharing plans with the US (with Canada and NZ waiting in the wings as sidekicks)
Regarding the 23%/15% statistic?  

The 15% sounds like the number you'd get if you count any official Hamas member (estimates range from 20k+), plus anyone who has a job in Hamas-controlled institutions, plus anyone who's materially supported Hamas but how are you ever going to accurately calculate that last one?  Israel's shown evidence of specific non-Hamas members that participated in 10/7 (some of the fired personnel were under that allegation), but finding evidence of those peacemeal is unlikely to stack up to even 1000 people.
Wouldn't hope too much for that to be disclosed.
Only 10% having connections was surprising low for me. I'd have expected 50+% of locals to have them.
You think it's a distraction that the aid group is more likely to be terrorists than the population they're helping at large?
Apologies if I've misunderstood but are you saying the west should be ignoring the fact that 10% of the agencies staff has links to terror orgs? 
The West simultaneously criticise people for not following the "rule-based order" and knee-cap institutions created by said "rule-based order" when the "order" no longer fits their political purpose.

Hypocrisy. More at 5. What's new?

That said, it's easier to profit from the West if you learn to predict what they want to say and hear. "rule-based order" and "democracy" are talked up as if they were some kind of sacred things. In reality, it's a set of words that have a piss easy internal logic that can be memorised and repeated quite easily. It's not like the average Westerners are that good at memorise the internal logic anyway or the internal logics are that consistent or good anyway. It's a set of logic that will crumble if you think too hard about it. And they are trying to destroy their own democracy in the process of defeating their "enemies", whoever the enemies are.
im not saying its true cuz i dont know but apparently the tanks with desert cammo have been spotted traveling through slovenia
Lets wait a few days and then see whether its just unfounded invention or if theres more to it. Rumors often have a true core.
Are the hostages the reason they're alive right now? Because it certainly seems like Israel has been trying to find and kill them.
Because an Israeli surrender will never come. 

But negotiating long ceasefires where the international community will mount immense pressure on Israel to make it permanent might work.
I also can’t quite understand why Israel wants to go for another unequal prisoner swap. Well besides the fact that it does help accomplish at least one major objective of course.
This agreement is an Israeli surrender.

It will free thousands of Palestinian terrorists, keep Hamas in power and the responsible for the massacre alive.
Here's a short 15 min documentary/report about contractors previously there/a string of assassinations: https://www.youtube.com/watch?v=703OMlknCi4
What’s the plan here for Iran? Isn’t that a risky strategy?     
My thinking is: would Iran want an escalation with the US, they could escalate. So I assume they don’t want escalation.      
Now poking the bear doesn’t seem very safe. While I don’t dispute what you wrote, I wouldn’t want to rely on the US not striking back.     
Is the US so obviously aversive to escalation, that Iran can just go for it, without fear of this going terribly wrong for them?
In a retaliatory strike you wouldn’t even need to strike the direct ships involved. If the goal is to degrade specific intelligence capabilities then sure, that might be a legitimate problem but it’s certainly not insurmountable. Along the model of Operation El Dorado Canyon the navy sub fleet could easily target and destroy Iran’s Kilo class subs or Mowj class frigates and call it a day after killing 5-600 Iranian personnel.
I wonder if it would be realistic to have focused, direct attacks on a military ship's sensors. The US has the ability to use missiles which are so precise they use *swords* to kill the human target. Would it be possible to essentially cripple the Iranian Navy by destroying its ships sensors and radars, while minimizing crew deaths and keeping the ships intact? That expensive equipment, after all, is what makes the ship valuable. Without it, it's just a boat.
For a short while perhaps. The US wouldn't take weeks to hunt down and sink Iranian ships, it would be concluded in hours up to a couple of days.
Iran has a navy and so does the IRGC
Well... how are the Houthis getting their target info to launch attacks?  If it's eyeballs (fishing boats), then there's really no good targets in Yemen.  At some tipping point, it will make more sense economically, politically, militarily to stop swatting flies & just bomb the pile of...attack the weapons source (Iran).
I’m thinking of the Iranians.
He's talking about US submarines sinking ships of middle eastern adversaries.
Iran has a few Kilos, which - you're right - don't constitute a massive threat *necessarily* out in open ocean. In the Persian Gulf and Hormuz Strait, things are different. What's the range of a modern anti-ship torpedo, and what's the distance between Iran's sub bastions and an American fleet sailing in that area?

If you are expecting a CSG to do a Thunder Run up the Gulf, I'd say think again. The risk is real, you'll if nothing else need to burn USS Carney levels of expensive missiles across that whole fleet, and there IS a definite risk that something will leak through. Asymmetric warfare in a constrained passage doesn't demand the possession of a blue water navy.
Just a thought from my colleague who's been in the army (combat engineers) since 26th of February 2022 - Naev, Syrsky and Zaluzhny are all soviet style commanders who care about bureaucracy and PR much more than about efficiency. So it better be not Syrsky or Naev in his opinion.

As an example - Naev liked how his fellow soldiers were digging trenches when he came with an inspection, so now he took the whole unit with him and uses them exclusively for photo ops when visiting the frontline
After the summer offensive I am not so sure.

There are some serious deficiencies in the way Ukraine's army functions, not as bad as Russia thankfully.

The biggest is force structure. Why is the Brigade still the highest level of organisation? After 2 years there are still no divisions, corps and armies. There is a reason they are set up by armed forces. Too much seems to be done from the top. Move an artillery asset here, reinforce a battalion there.
> it will make a lot of people very unhappy

Can you elaborate on that? Isnt Syrskyi also respected in Ukraine? His command of the defence of Kyiv at the beginning of war and Kharkiv region offensive are considered as good operations.
Why not Budanov instead of Syrsky?
Ridiculous, if true. A specialist in intelligence has no business commanding the entire armed forces. It's an entirely different ballgame.
Did Budanov ever have field command?
> Add to this another key electoral reality: very little of what happens today will matter in November.

Not really true. An economic disruption which starts now will likely last until November. On the flip side, if Iran knows it can get away with killing Americans, it will launch more attacks all the way through November.
I agree, but to follow up on your last point. Why would iran not keep up this “llow-medium” intensity until September? 

My guess is that this strike, much like oct 7, was a bit more successful than they expected. I am not saying Iran actually coordinated or ordered it, but they will get a share of the blame regardless. So Biden could justify to nip it in the bud right now, and maybe even calm things down in time for the election, it is his move and he got a short window of public opinion. 

Iran and Russia in particular have a vast interest in trump winning the election. Digital interference is harder now than it was the last two cycles, not only because the us finally got some infrastructure to fight it, but also because the electorate is both more solidified and used to this type of thing. Basically my theory is that for trump to win they need to sway different votes than in 2016. 

These voters care less about trump and party politics, and more about security and the economy. Would it not make sense to slowly escalate and increase the price of oil at the risk of a big retaliatory strike, especially if they get a free pass now? There us simply so much to them to gain by having trump in office.. 
Americans don't like open-ended interventions. Iraq and Afghanistan soured the public on those, but more limited interventions with well-established and attainable goals in mind still garner plenty of support. See the US intervention in Syria. 

In this case, people want to send Iran a message. Doesn't always have to be regime change.
>Biden is likely in a position here where if he does too little on Iran he may lose 2% at the polls, and if he does too much he may lose 5%. 

Either way, he loses the election, so dude needs to respond with just the right amount. No, it won't be easy, but nobody ever said the job of being president is easy.
He's not going to bomb Iran over this, nobody actually wants that. Everything since October 7th is done in close coordination with Abraham Accords partners, including bombing the Houthis. The whole idea of the Accords is to turn Israel into the bruiser for the Arab states that will protect them from Iran. In this equation America is supposed to be the partner of last resort and retreating from this would be geopolitical suicide. He's more than likely just going to bomb an exceptionally large number of militants to show the Arab states that papa has still got moves.
He should pull a Trump and take out some of their leadership with targeted strikes. Don’t go tit for tat on the pawns, send the message to the brass that they aren’t untouchable.
I agree, but the slander by the opposition can be more effective if the general population finds main point reasonable. 

Portraying Biden as weak (if he doesn't attack) would be more effective than portraying Biden as deep state warmonger (if he attacks).
Trump unilaterally tore up the JCPOA against the advice of his own Secretary of State and ignored all evidence as to its efficacy in favor of a powerpoint presentation from Netanyahu. He claimed he would replace it with something better, which was a lie - because everyone then and everyone now knew the plan was to put the United States on an inevitable military collision with Iran. And now we have it.
Yes, as mentioned in the comment, Su-24s and Su-34s are doing the bulk of the strikes. My question is if there is an effort to expand beyond these aircraft and how we expect their role to evolve with the arrival of F-16s.
If you knew pilots this would not really come as a surprise anywhere in the world. It is their entire identity they absolutely love flying and everything about it regardless of risk…
Why aren’t they retired pilots being recruited to fly bombing missions with the Su-24s? Is it a question or munition availability? As production of UMPK kits increases, do you think we’ll see them start getting called back?
I don't know if Iran hands those out to small militia groups like that. Russia has loads of them and it's easy for them to transfer a few to Syria and launch it at the outpost.
>عاجل | مسؤول أمريكي للجزيرة: المسيرة التي استهدفت قاعدتنا في شمال شرق #الأردن إيرانية الصنع من طراز شاهد

[https:// t.me / AjaNews/243212](https://t.me/)

>Urgent | An American official told Al Jazeera: The drone that targeted our base in northeastern #Jordan was an Iranian-made Shahed model
Providing weapons to nonstate actors that can link US deaths to Russia would be a dumb idea right now because it serves no benefit to the Russian war effort and risks re-invigorating domestic US sentiment against Russia. Not to mention that any weapons provided to nonstate actors are weapons that aren't going toward the ongoing war in Ukraine. This will become a credible risk after the war in Ukraine is over.
This makes absolutely no sense.  

Why would Russia attack the US at a time, when Ukrainian aid is in doubt?

If you want to guarantee that America gives Ukraine everything , let it be found that Russia is behind the death of Americans
If I was a head of state in the region I would be really nervous especially if said super power ally benefactor was so easily manipulated and influenced from within by my hostile neighbour.
> Could just be that European capitals are spooked by the upcoming election in the US.
 
We are, it's a constant topic on the news and political commentary sphere right now, in Lithuania at least
Even without China Russia has access to 3.5 million shells per annum and is pumping out more tanks since their invasion began. Their mobilised economy is clearing bottlenecks and will only speed up replenishment rates compared to NATO/Ukraine. If they subjugate Ukraine those production rates with build up quickly for any potential next target.
>to even remotely have a chance at making an actual move on the Baltics or Scandinavian nations.

If I'm Russia, I do what I already did in Georgia, Crimea, and in DPR/LPR. Settlements on the border with low population centers seem like the best bet to target, especially if they have a significant ethnic Russian population. 

The point isn't to decisively defeat NATO in a conventional war or pray WMD usage goes unpunished as you suggest, that's insane even for Russia. The point is to test NATO's unity, if countries don't send in troops in unison and immediately react you've achieved everything you wanted. Every day that you do not get punished, you are winning because you are weakening NATO/EU unity.

Basic divide&conquer that's been used throughout all of history.
> If this is just fake news it's likely done the opposite of what the official who started the rumor will have wanted. 

Unless the goal was to prevent it from happening by proving just how stupid it would be while making sure there was wide opening to roll it back.
> though the fact the original sources keep doubling down suggests there might be more to it.

This is for me

The "he is gone" camp are too sure to not be true

edit: holy ... both sides are doubling down

> Press secretary of President Zelenskyy Nikiforov:
 >>President Volodymyr Zelenskyy did not dismiss the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces of Ukraine Valery Zaluzhny .
yes but its not unheard of for govt figures to confirm things they themselves have heard through the rumor mill. as i said i would love to trace it back to the actual source where butusov got it from
"Zelensky did not fire the Commander-in-Chief of the Armed Forces Valery Zaluzhny", - the press secretary of the President Serhiy Nikiforov
It's okay to wait a few hours for more information rather than making guesses disguised as strong claims backed by evidence.
Why would Zelensky fire him? By all accounts he's done about as well as anyone could expect him to.
no one takes bereza seriously
>They literally send a drone to a well known outpost.

Trailing behind a US drone which they would have had to track somehow, unless it's a lucky coincidence.
Iran doesn’t directly control the militias but they’re only serious actors and capable of threatening US bases due to them. They’ve spent years building them up. It’s nowhere near the same as israel who is an independent nation state. If iran pulled all support from the militias now they wouldn’t be much of a problem at all.
It would raise the cost for Iran to start attacks against US and allied forces.
>Except that’s not what the article says at all.

Well of course it is not what they admit. People are not prone to admitting failures. But it was either a failure of procedure or a failure of the base air defence.
The elephant in the room is that such numbers cannot happen without institutional awareness and cultural acceptance. 

UNRWA as an organisation must have known about it *and the scope,* and considered it acceptable.   
Given what Hamas is, that means they've sanctioned terrorism and even indirectly supported it as an organisation. 

And that is why funding is being stopped by practically everyone. The bigger story is the unspoken one, as is so often case in Int'l politics.
I'd say that alone is a relatively mild part of it.  The other allegations, such as Hamas actively siphoning (allegedly) UNRWA resources *during this war* in significant quantities, are even more dire.  Which is why his statement only makes sense if you assume out of the gate the allegations are false.

Well, the 10 nations mentioned here (and the UN themselves, as they're investigating the allegations and making firings) don't see it that way.
I find it very convenient that Israel has managed to interrogate Hamas prisoners, extracted information that a major UN agency has been coopted by Hamas in a systemic and major way and that said information has been revealed right after the UN's official body of justice rules in favor of Israel plausibly abetting a potential genocide in Gaza. It's hard to take at face value for any moderately criticially thinking person. 
> The West simultaneously criticise people for not following the "rule-based order" and knee-cap institutions created by said "rule-based order" when the "order" no longer fits their political purpose.

The two main things limiting UN power are:

a) security council vetoes

b) the fact that UN members inherently do not give up their sovereignty

Both of those things are hard-coded into the UN as it's written, not temporary knee-caps by the west.
Odds that most of them shield sensible targets. At least for a while.
That's what they said when the first deal happened, and maybe that's why Hamas took the deal. But a second time? Why would it work?
Netanhayu is pressured to save the hostages too.
I wouldn't go that far, but the agreement as described does certainly represent a failure of Israel's stated objectives. One can fail without surrendering.
Iran is a mess politically, both domestically and internationally.

I think were seeing a few problems here. First, Iran is the head of a network of proxies and allies across the region. But they dont like dominate these orgs politically, rather theyre more like allies and advisors. If Iran wants to curry influence with a group like Hamas or the Houthis they *also* need to seem valuable to those orgs. Ultimately weapons only go so far and buy so much, Iran is trapped in the tiger metaphor. Its got a powerful network of proxy forces but if they dont show proper backing to those forces, the proxies stop proxy-ing and go independant. Great example of this dynamic in action is actually Hamas and the PLO. So Iran sort of *has* to escalate where it can to show its allies it can transform a national conflict into a regional one, and so they are very useful allies. 

Domestically Iran's politics hew between religious factions, moderates, and hardlines. Escalation always benefits hardliners because it justifies their existence. These are people who *benefit* when strikes kill citizens and sanctions crush the economy because they can say 'see, the west hates us for who we are.' Pushing attacks that force the US to respond thus strengthens these groups in perverse ways. 

And third Iran also has a shark like characteristic. The US is weak, divided, and in a very risky (for the party in power) election cycle. The violence and bloodshed across the region is the most significant its been since the last intifada and the highest point of the Syrian and Iraq wars. The US is in a weak position and its ability to respond to more and more threats will impose greater and greater costs to action. Moreover dramatic strikes may actually alter fundamental aspects of US/Western police re: Iran and the Middle East. For example, does it hasten a US withdraw from Syria? Does the strikes make the US pull out of Jordan? Will the US make an oopsie that lands on the front pages of the NYT and further push Americans politically out of the war? Can Iran impact the upcoming election cycle in the US and elsewhere? The US is vulnerable now in ways it probably wont be for another decade or more. Push them hard enough and something may break. Maybe itll be good for you, maybe itll be bad. But again, there are those in Iran who benefit from 'bad for Iran' so long as the regime remains stable.
Real shades of Bush, Cheney, and Rumsfeld with your comments.

Sure, the US would probably win and win quickly in a conventional confrontation with Iran, just like they did in Iraq in 2003.

But what about the blowback from such a victory? It's 2024 and we're still dealing with the after effects of "winning" in Iraq in 2003.
Right, so then in response Iran declares that the straight of Hormuz is a no go zone, begins flinging ASMs and drones at any American affiliated military or civilian ship in the region, begins launching ballistic missiles at every US base within range. In short this escalates into a war with the US. This in turn causes massive shocks to the global economy and shoots oil prices through the moon. Is that a positive outcome?
I'm sure the Iranians will call it a day too, after suffering a 200 to 1 casualty ratio in a direct attack before the whole world. Let's hope someone comes up with a better idea.
> destroying its ships sensors and radars, while minimizing crew deaths and keeping the ships intact

Sure, radar antennas are fragile, they have to be mounted in exposed positions on top of the ship to do their job, and they provide an excellent beacon for anti-radiation missiles. But:

- A major part of modern naval tactics is avoiding ever turning on your active sensors until the last possible moment, precisely because they make you a huge target as soon as you turn them on. If the ships in question aren’t crewed by morons, they won’t be using anything more than navigation radar that a civilian vessel would also have. This makes homing on the antennas less useful for a first-strike attack.
- Anti-ship missiles have active radar mounted on them and don’t necessarily need a precise target fix to be launched, so you can’t stop a ship from being able to hit a target with them unless you destroy the missiles. Missiles are mostly composed of flammable and explosive materials, so destroying a ship’s missiles would be likely to kill people and could sink the ship entirely (e.g. the *Moskva*, whose own missiles burned/exploded and sank her after being damaged by the Ukrainian attack).
- They probably have spare radar antennas.
- If they detect missiles flying toward their ships, they won’t know beforehand whether they’re knifey missiles aimed at the radar or Harpoons aimed at the waterline. Depending on their rules of engagement they might decide to launch their own anti-ship missiles before getting hit.
I think you're basically talking about mission kills vs. sinking the platform. The reality is, going "non-lethal" doesn't win the US anything. Disabling-but-not-sinking an Iranian vessel is exactly as escalatory as sinking it, with the added bonus that it looks like the US tried and failed to sink it. I don't think there's a benefit on the margins for going for a non-lethal shot like that.
> how are the Houthis getting their target info to launch attacks?

You can track commercial ships on the internet.  There are websites for these things.  Pretty much all modern ships have transponders which continuously broadcast their location.  The entrance into the Red Sea is also narrow enough that some dude on the shore with a pair of binoculars can see when ships are entering.
In the minds of internet analysts with no skin in the game, the US can just sink naval assets of another state as some kind of live exercise or retribution without facing a significant fall-out.

It's understandable how certain figures still entertain this power fantasy, being mentally stuck in the '90s when the US was still the baddest guy on the block and didn't have to fear a counter-reaction because every state fell in line whenever it flexed its muscles.

Those days are long over. It takes a while for current generations to accept this loss of prestige and actual power, and as a consequence to readjust their sense of world politics and the balance of power.

The US or its allies aren't going to sink any Iranian naval ship. They themselves have enough naval assets stationed in the region that are vulnerable to the thousands of anti-ship ballistic and cruise missiles that Iran has forwarded to its coastal areas and proxy forces.
How is Zaluzhny a Soviet style commander though? He emphasized repeatedly that Ukraine should lose its Soviet characteristics and move towards a Westernized way of fighting.
What are thoughts on Budanov? Young guy, wasn't even old enough to attend a Soviet primary school let alone war college. Graduated military school in 2007, fought on the ground in Donbas. Seems like the kind of guy who wouldn't be prone to Soviet thinking, or at least would have a greater chance of avoiding it.


Doesn't appear to have served in regular army command positions though.
> Why is the Brigade still the highest level of organisation? After 2 years there are still no divisions, corps and armies.

There are not enough staff officers to create them. That's the long and short of it.
> The biggest is force structure. Why is the Brigade still the highest level of organisation? After 2 years there are still no divisions, corps and armies. There is a reason they are set up by armed forces. Too much seems to be done from the top. Move an artillery asset here, reinforce a battalion there.

Yeah, the whole thing is a head-scratcher. They actually do have 2 corps that seem to be an operational command (9th and 10th, there is also a newly formed 7th, but it only seems to have administrative duties for air assault forces), but still no divisions or armies. And they keep on forming new mechanized brigades and independent rifle battalions, by the dozens for the latter.
He's been frequently criticized by prominent Ukrainian accounts like Tatarigami, and based on the reactions on the Truha Telegram channel (the largest Ukrainian channel afaik), it's a widespread view.

From what I recall, Tatarigami held him responsible for most of the bad decisions around Bakhmut last year, and minimized his role in Kyiv and Kharkiv, saying the latter's success was largely attributed to the initiatives of local brigade commanders rather than Syrskyi's directives.

I haven't really seen anyone harshly criticize Zaluzhnyi, on the other hand.
From what I can tell, he's seen as a general who is too closely aligned with political leadership (Zelensky). He is also disliked for a "Soviet mindset" in matters of war. Zaluzhny is the opposite of him on both counts.
How often do intelligence officers become commanders in chief? It's a very specific background.  

I'll just edit and add it to this comment, Butusov criticized this potential promotion:  

> I urge the Supreme Commander-in-Chief not to rush into appointing K. Budanov to the post of commander-in-chief of the Ukrainian Armed Forces, but to weigh once again all the consequences of this fateful decision for Ukraine.
> 
> Of course, if he is sitting in Kiev in a bunker, far away from the Donbass treelines, the young man with general's epaulettes looks handsome and will be able to give three times as many interviews as in his current position. And he will look handsome at the elections. And at possible negotiations with the Russian Federation, it may seem to some people that he will be an attractive guarantor of agreements, able to sign anything. But before the elections and negotiations the country and the army still need to finish the war, but the enemy does not give us any pauses.
> 
> That is why it is impossible to put a man who has never commanded even a platoon in his life in charge of the army as commander-in-chief.
> 
> As a leader, K. Budanov has solid experience only as a commander of a special forces group. Instant career advancement does not give a person an understanding of how the system works and how interaction at different levels is built.
> 
> General military operations, which were led by K.Budanov on Snake Island and Energodar, were very poorly planned and carried out, and it is categorically unacceptable to scale this style of management to the entire active army.
> 
> Think of how many lives such an unsystematic assignment will cost the country.
> 
> War is not a show.
Rumors suggest it is indeed Budanov who will replace him, rather than Syrskyi. I agree it would make more sense, given how disliked the latter is, despite Zelenskyi (afaik) being on good terms with him. He probably realizes firing Zaluzhnyi has a high political cost (unless something really bad was uncovered and he has a smoking gun), doubling down by appointing an unpopular general might generate enough dissent to jeopardize his attempts at securing crucial aid, and at the worst possible time to boot.
I think not, at least not anything larger than a platoon or a company.
Depends on where that 2% is. California? Nope. Wisconsin? Maybe.
I rather doubt that Iran suddenly became belligerent an started shouting death to Israel due to Trump. I could be wrong, but I think your argument is conceptually equivalent to the argument that Russia could be tamed by commerce.
For the first part, it doesn’t make sense to expand the number of platforms capable of dropping these until the available aircraft become the limiting factor. Given that we have several reports of them dropping bombs as fast as they come off the production line, and the number of SU24s is absolutely massive, this likely will not be the case for some time. 

As for the second question that really depends on how Ukraine plans to use the F16s. If they intend to be cautious with them and use them primarily for local air defense, shooting down missiles, Shaheeds, and only occasionally bringing them closer to the front to take a pot shot at these bombers or launch a HARM or storm shadow. Then this doesn’t change at all. However if they are aggressive with them and attempt to inflict serious attrition on Russian bombers they likely will be capable of that. 

Of course all of this is heavily dependent on the likely rate of further supply of aircraft and the type of missiles they receive. If Ukraine is confident they can loose a couple dozen F16s over the next two years and get replacements they are likely to be aggressive, if they only get 45 or so they will certainly keep them in reserve and only use them near the front when they have absolute confidence of achieving a successful mission. There is also the significant unknown of what long range missiles they will receive. If the US only permits the use of older variants of the AMRAM then they will be much more vulnerable to Russian aircraft when attempting to intercept bombers. If however they get some of the most modern versions, the likelihood of them being able to conduct a sustained interdiction campaign dramatically increases. It’s also worth noting that the Russian Air Force has been comparatively risk averse in this conflict and altered tactics after taking relatively light losses. It may not take a huge number of air to air losses for them to stop or at least dramatically reduce the tempo of these attacks.
Another thing aside from everything peoplehave mentioned is tht UPMKS numbers arent high enough yet. In the future I fully expect Russia to start making their other platforms UPMK compatible, but the UPMKs themselves are a work in progress and mass production is only recent.
The Russian Air Force is in a lot better shape than their ground and naval forces, so it's likely they don't desperately need them.
No, at least not for the time being. They started the war with a considerable surplus of pilots (something older pilots call "the Chinese generations" - several generations of mass-produced young pilots with little flying experience). The Fighterbomber and others say they are good enough for simple combat tasks, like flying to a point and releasing UMPK bombs.

How much of this is just older pilots from smaller air academy generations being elitist and arrogant - it's difficult to say.
Iran also give out ballistic and anti-ship missiles "like that" to Houthis, so why wouldn't they give out comparatively cheap Shaheds to some other militia with a goal of hitting US?
> https:// t.me / AjaNews/243212

This seems to be quite literally the *only* source reporting this. From what I can tell there are zero examples of this report on English-speaking media, including Al-Jazeera English. The usual suspects are running with it on twitter so they can construct the most sensational headlines possible, but if they cite a source, they only cite this telegram post.

Not to mention I'm extremely skeptical of the quality of sources Al Jazeera has in the US government.

Hardly definitive.
If Russia can avoid being seen as responsible for the attack then it would further draw american attention to the Middle East and away from Russia/Ukraine. That being said if this is a shaheed drone and America produces evidence of that it only takes one published serial number off of a component for Iran to point the finger at Russia.
That is a good point, though providing a few dozen Lancets and Shaheds would cost Russia nothing.
Why would Iran provide weapons to US enemies and risk retaliation? You could ask the same about the USA providing weapons that kill Russian soldiers in Ukraine - Washington also knew that there would be a price to pay. 

 If you don't think that many future third-world enemies of the USA will find themselves well-armed with latest Russian drones, MANPADS and tandem RPGs then you forget how nation-states, particularly great powers, operate.
Tough years ahead for Taiwan.
In fairness, it's possible neither side was strictly *wrong* in the sense that the original information was correct (i.e. Zelensky told his staff he was about to fire Zaluzhnyi), but he changed his mind after learning how negative the reactions were, or all this was a ploy to root out moles and leakers in his staff.

That would explain why the original sources kept doubling down - if they'd heard it directly from Zelensky's mouth, they would still trust that over the MoD's rebuttal.
I would note that that rebuttal doesn't say whether Zaluzhny is still at his post, just that he wasn't "fired by Zelensky". 

Guess we won't know what's actually going on for a while though.
Yeah just saw that

Both sides are doubling down.. it will be interesting. And apparently my post got deleted
These were not guesses

These are things said by people who don't say BS. Like when Reznikov  was fired. There weren't people doubling down that is not true. 

Clearly something happened
How about now?

https://www.ft.com/content/aa9aacfc-c248-4550-bf28-d79ad4c553cb


https://archive.vn/FAOTF
Reznikov was fired too and after we found out the reason
[removed]
The fact that other drones were target at other sites contemporaneously and were shot down suggests coincidence. According to the NYT article

>American troops in Iraq and Syria, and now Jordan, have come under attack at least 165 times since October — 66 times in Iraq, 98 times in Syria and Sunday’s attack in Jordan, the Pentagon said on Monday. 

It's not surprising that eventually statistics bore out.
At what cost to the US? Iran has GBAD, tunnel networks, and hardened military sites.
The first deal was very short. I see no reason for Hamas to accept another week long cease fire.

But should the ceasefire be for 1.5-2 months, Israel will face far greater difficulties in restarting the war. 

It's not a bad gamble.

After all, what is their alternative. At some point, as the IDF progresses they will get to every point in Gaza, and the hostages will be either killed or released.
That's a fair analysis. I'd also argue that at the present moment, it's easier to imagine a Black Swan event making things *much worse* for the current US administration; much harder to imagine a "White Swan" that breaks in a more positive direction. 

IMHO we should be open to the possibility that Iran's government is not in complete internal alignment regarding foreign policy. 

What do you think about folks saying "escalate to deescalate" with regards to Iran? Is there a way to create the *perception* that America is willing to play hardball?
They didn’t provide a significant response to either the assassination of one of their highest ranking generals or Operation Praying Mantis. I’m not sure why everyone is convinced this would be different. They launched some face saving missiles after Soleimani and that about wrapped up that particular story line.
Thanks, I assumed it was technically nearly impossible, but the idea of being able to neuter an enemies capabilities without imposing casualties is very appealing.
Ships even changed their destination on the transponders to "Not affiliated with Israel" or "All crew Chinese" when passing through the Red Sea and Gulf of Aden, which you could see on the ship tracking websites.
>You can track commercial ships on the internet. There are websites for these things. Pretty much all modern ships have transponders which continuously broadcast their location. 

Those are nowhere near accurate enough to provide targeting data for ballistic missiles.  The systems can also configured to show modified data in various ways or simply disabled.

> The entrance into the Red Sea is also narrow enough that some dude on the shore with a pair of binoculars can see when ships are entering.

Sure, but the Houthi don't control that part of Yemen.

These ships are being targeted with the help of an Iranian vessel sitting in the middle of the sea.
If it's really that simple, then USN should set up a honeypot.  Set the transponder on a warship to show "Israeli crew" or something.  Let 'em come in swarms.  
> In the minds of internet analysts with no skin in the game

I’m an infantry officer with a prior assignment supporting CENTCOM planning operations and an upcoming deployment to one of the countries that’s played a prominent role in the latest hostilities. I didn’t feel the need to respond to much of your thoughts beyond this.
>  mentally stuck in the '90s when the US was still the baddest guy on the block

When did that change?  Who do you think is the baddest guy on the block now?
That may be, but the summer counteroffensive showed complete adherence to Soviet thinking. Wide, dispersed, multiaxis attacks after intense artillery bombardment used not to cover mechanized maneuvers but to destroy enemy positions. This quickly petered out to Wagner style infantry tactics. Highly wasteful.


I remember when the offensive began and it was clear they were attacking in the Bakhmut, Melitopol, Mariupol, and Dnieper directions all at the same time, I thought to myself this is either a joke or a diversion and the real assault would come any day. It never did. That was it. Just the same Soviet era tactics Russia has used since the beginning of the war. A couple company sized assaults in the beginning, maybe a full battalion, rather than several brigades attacking en masse at a single point for a combined operational goal.


Zaluzhny says things, but his counteroffensive was Soviet through and through.
Seems like a publicity hound to me.  I don't trust that type.
Every military operation planned by Budanov and his spooks have been military disasters, from the infamous river raid on Zap NPP to sending Russian neo-nazis - sorry, Freedom Legion volunteers - on meaningless raids into Belgorod.

He's completely ideologically committed, however. If you think you're going to lose, but want to fight to the bitter end, he's certainly more your man than Zaluzhny. Zaluzhny still has military-to-military ties to Russia; if he and his staff start viewing the situation as hopeless they'd likely push for negotiations. If you have Budanov in charge, you'd sooner see volkssturm and more random MLRS aimed at Belgorod than negotiations.
You’d think that the most effective use of limited staff officers would be to pool them at a higher level - like division or corps - rather than create ever more brigades that then have a hard time coordinating.
It’s been 2 years. 

This either a failure of planning or trying to run operations from Kyiv.
They still have operation rooms that take various brigades and other units together. But it seems to be pretty fluid and reactionary to the current military needs it seems
The mistake of holding Bakhmut to the bitter end came from the president's office. No way a high profile battle can last that long without the president giving his blessing.
He wrote this a few months ago:


"General Syrski's leadership is bankrupt, his presence or orders coming from his name are demoralizing, and he undermines trust in the command in general.  His relentless pursuit of tactical gains constantly depletes our valuable human resources, resulting in tactical advances such as capturing tree lines or small villages, with no operational goals in mind. This approach creates a never-ending cycle of fruitless assaults that drain personnel. His failure to withdraw troops from Bakhmut in a timely manner earlier this year, coupled with his obsession to retake it, by utilizing Wagner Group's tactics, further depletes our resources and has more far-reaching consequences than people might realize."


https://twitter.com/Tatarigami_UA/status/1720814139600232737
As I understand it, Zaluzhny is the one ultimately responsible for the Ukrainian counteroffensive's plan to spread its forces across multiple axes and sectors, and concentrate the advance on the toughest section of the line. That is a carbon copy of the Russian approach all war: Artillery bombardment preparation to create weakness, probing actions to find weakness, quick assaults to attempt to exploit weakness. No large, corps-sized combined arms assaults.


Zaluzhny may be less Soviet than some, but he's still Soviet.
Seems Budanov excels in his current role, I wonder if the vacuum he would leave would be replaced adequately
I assumed it was a national swing based on how that was written.
It was a pivotal moment that demonstrated (arguably correctly) that rapprochement would never be a worthwhile path for Iran because too many hardliners in the conservative wings of Israel and the United States would never accept anything but war - and now the hardliners in Iran that feel the exact same way as Trump's handlers and Netanyahu are empowered enough to oblige them by acting more aggressively and provocative than they ever have. 

It is a hilarious example of recency bias to suggest Trump was just some peace-loving smol bean when he publicly threatened a nuclear exchange with North Korea, drafted a deal handing over Afghanistan to the Taliban, assassinated the second most powerful person in Iran and people will still give him credit for not much happening under his foreign policy guidance when we are paying for it today.
Iran has democratic elections (although the religious leaders are on top, and the Revolutionary Guard is above the law.) The previous president and ruling party was pro-Western, wanting to cool relations etc. Hardliners furiously disagreed that that was possible, preaching that the West hates Iran. The hardliners were proved correct when Trump ripped up the culmination of Iranian moderates' efforts, pushing hardliners back into power. This didn't just destroy the moderates' credibility, but the civilian government's.
Not speaking from any position of authority, but sa far as I've read so far in the war, the VKS has not successfully attempted anything more complicated than CAP along the frontline, strike missions with glide bombs from outside most GBAD range, and those Frogfoot rocket lofting attacks. Which is to say, they might look like they're good shape because their current ambitions aren't all that great.
Say what you like about their initial skill, they've been flying two sorties per day for almost 2 years so they've definitely hit their flying hours training goal.
From Russias perspective, the US congress is currently in a deadlock over aid to ukraine, and it seems like the republicans have decided against signing a ukraine/border deal since it could improve bidens re-election chances. I would imagine that this is exactly what the kremlin wants. 

And while sending a few loitering munitions to shiite militias in Iraq wouldnt cost russia anything, killing US servicemen would almost certainly provoke a strong US response and would significantly increase the chance that the Ukraine bill gets passed. 

On the other hand, if the Ukraine deal gets passed, it would become far more likely that Russia would arm militias in Iraq or Syria.
This makes no sense unless you think Zelensky is so dumb that he doesn't know that firing Zaluzhny will be an unpopular PR move. The guy who has run an effective PR campaign needed one hour of social media reactions to tell it wouldn't go down well.
Next we’ll find out he wasn’t fired, but merely laid off.
Who else is doubling down? Zaluzhny's side?
Not really. There were a couple of corruption scandals PRIOR to his firing.
Please refrain from posting low quality comments.
If the Iranian state is reduced to hiding in tunnels, that would be a massive loss for them (especially because of their domestic unpopularity which might lead to a full revolution). They wouldn't want to let it get to that point.
>But should the ceasefire be for 1.5-2 months, Israel will face far greater difficulties in restarting the war.

In what sense? Are they going to sanction the country?
I think you greatly underestimate the consequential effects of Soleimani's assassination.

The response to the assassination of Soleimani is still ongoing, which includes this new strategy of aggressively opposing American military presence in the region that is based on this supposed loosening of Iran's control over its proxy forces (which in reality is nothing more than a facade as Iran has in fact brought its allies in the region closer to each other than ever before as they move in concert when Tehran orders so).

Not even considering the fact that according to US intelligence, Iran is still moving ahead with its intention to assassinate American officials it blamed for Soleimani's murder as well high-ranked former and current US military officials.

Second, Operation Praying Mantis belongs to the archives and history books. Iran is a completely different beast than during the '80s when it just went through a bloody revolution, eight year long war with Iraq and didn't enjoy the same capabilities as it does right now.
I for one am glad that you're putting your money where your mouth is. That being said, the commander-in-chief is a civilian for a reason. The politicians have (at least so far) determined that escalation with Iran is not a US political objective at this time, which means the military will abide by such. Because the military serves US political objectives, not the other way around. Which MacArthur found out the hard way.
I mean Cheney was a former Secretary of Defense and Rumsfeld was the active Secretary of Defense in 2003, and they were wrong about pretty much everything when it came to Iraq.

Even Colin Powell, who was a credible and respected former Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff at the time, either was completely wrong or straight up lied when it came to weapons of mass destruction in Iraq, which was the entire pretext for the clusterfuck that was the Iraq War.

So you claiming to be an infantry officer doesn't make your opinion any more right than any other random Redditor.
>When did that change? 

Not sure when it changed but it happened in two ways:

Gradually, then suddenly.

>Who do you think is the baddest guy on the block now?

Iran is. At least in the Middle East. And this perception will grow steadily in the coming years.

This op-ed got it right:

https://amp.theguardian.com/commentisfree/2024/jan/13/iran-is-thwith-china-and-russia-behind-it-iran-is-the-big-kid-on-the-block
The world is aware that people in the American democracy aren't willing to put boots on the ground and can act accordingly. It's not the Victorian era anymore, the mood of a democratic populace is meaningful. It's possible to willingly allow your hegemony to lapse and that's what you're watching right now. The question of whether or not a driven, imperialistically active America could contest what's happening now is somewhat moot; Americans don't WANT to and thus, American foreign and military policy is practically constrained and countries like Iran can freely act accordingly.
Still I think that firing him, would not be a good idea at this point. First, it would create a lot of internal division and would give a huge propaganda victory to the enemy in a critical moment and second, it would be pointless if they don't have a noticeably better person to replace him, which seems dubious.

I hope this is just a disinformation campaign.
I still think this is/was a hilarious critique. He's a Soviet commander because he didn't mass his troops at a single point to achieve a breakthrough? Against a well dug-in enemy in competently built multi-layered fortifications, whose chief feature is the world's hitherto most defense mine fields - not to mention that said enemy severely outmatches his forces in artillery, aviation and EW?

I simply don't understand how the critics can believe that 'NATO tactics' could have saved the day. The counter-offensive could have saved Ukrainian lives by being done differently by what, bunching everything up so you'd get the same result as what you saw in the first few days, but at a 50x scale - thus Ukrainians lives would be saved by forcing a surrender quicker?

You're free to believe that the Ukrainians and Russians are dense idiots compared to the military experts at NATO, who haven't fought a peer or near-peer conflict since the Korean war, but the fact remains that not a single massed mechanized assault by either side has been succesful in breaking through the adversary's prepared defenses - and not for lack of trying. The fact that Kharkov was succesful was precisely because there was neither prepared defenses nor troops to man them.

There's simply too much firepower available at the line of contact. Your massed tank columns are going to get chewed up in no time and if you push your supporting equipment forward, towards the LoC, to cover said breakthrough units they'll simply get destroyed as they get in range as well. The reason both sides have defaulted to 'Wagner-style' small-infantry tactics is because that's the slow-grinding way of advancing in this war. Kudos to Zaluzhny for calling off the original plan after less than a week rather than doubling down and correspondingly, at the very least, doubling the losses. Neither side can afford to provide juicy targets at the LoC unless they've managed to suppress the enemy backline sufficiently - and I've no idea how any observer of the conflict can or could believe that the Ukrainians would be able to out-quantity (and quality, for that matter) the Russians in this regard. 

Diverting your resources also means diverting your enemies' resources. It also means not giving the opponent the opportunity to smash you decisively in one battle so that you can live to fight another day.

I'm sure the Ukrainian soldiers are more than happy that they're commanded by Zaluzhny and not some idiot braindeadly following a NATO manual, irrespective of battlefield realities. All staged for the approval of cheering Western theoreticians, who can barely stop droolling as they finally witness the reenactment of Kursk that they've been dreaming about ever since the academy years during the Cold War.
That's fair. Let me counter with the argument that they didn't have air superiority and were quick to pause the offensive and switch tactics. They realized it wasn't working.
Yeah, this brings to mind the Red Army temporarily dissolving their Rifle Corps from late 1941 to 1942-43, due to a lack of suitable senior officers to lead them, which led to Army commanders having 7-10 divisions and a couple dozen smaller units directly subordinated to them, which predictably overwhelmed them and turned out to be very inefficient.

I know they probably have ad-hoc commands for each important sector of the front (Avdiivka, Bakhmut, etc.) instead of having Operational Command East directly controlling 40 or so brigades from Maryinka to Kupyansk, but that still strikes me as suboptimal, to say the least. There's a reason German Kampfgruppe / Armeeabteilung were meant to be temporary.
That would have knockon effects down the line. I've heard, anecdotally, the some battalions are overloaded with more companies than usual. 

Reducing officers at the lower level would require, in turn, reducing the size of the army. Ukraine had to press staff officers into combat postings just to make the army as big as it currently is, because of the shortage.
I don't know that you're wrong, but I can imagine a skilled civilian leader "over delegating" to the experts in a situation like this. Handing your trust to your generals is NEARLY always the correct move from a civilian leadership perspective.
Which is fair. The point I was making was we don't have national elections for President; we have 50 state level ones, and that losses don't correlate evenly over states.

He could lose 5% in California because of Democrats, and pick up 1% in Wisconsin because of Independents.
How would Iran have responded differently to the Israeli retaliation for October 7th had the JCPOA been in place? The JCPOA would have provided some additional leverage, at best. Furthermore, the Iranian civilian government has always played second fiddle to the IRGC and the clerics.
My grandchildren are half Iranian. I don’t hate Iran. You demonize Trump, but Biden’s Homeland Security seized a medical payment check made by my daughter in law due to her maiden name.
Given the absolute ton of GBAD around, playing cautiously, protecting your assets and suppressing theirs with R-37 is a prudent course of action. Not everyone is set up for wild weasel action.

And don't discount glide bombs, they're short ranged but they put in a heck of a lot of work, just as JDAMs are the workhorse of the US
Zelensky might have known that it would be unpopular, but he might still want to test how unpopular.
Of course he knew this, but this fact alone doesn't get him anywhere. Assuming he has good reasons to want Zaluzhnyi gone, *how* unpopular exactly that move would be is going to be critical to his decision making process, as he can't weigh the tradeoffs without first quantifying this variable. This is why governments will frequently "leak" planned policy proposals through "senior government officials" in the media to test the waters, as if the backlash proves to be greater than anticipated they can still plausibly deny that they were planning it.

Obviously, I'm not asserting this is definitely the rationale behind this evening's course of events, just that it is one possibility among others that would be consistent with what we've seen.
Lukewarm take: Zelensky has awareness about the world on par with Putin and Biden - they read things their assistant brings them.
Or resigned, or changed position. Asking for someones resignation is basically firing using different words etc

It's a very "Person X did not do this specific action" response from a PR point of view.

If this rumor was literally nothing you'd expect them to have Zaluzhny showing up in the media saying "I'm still here", the fact he hasn't is slightly concerning.
Why would another country bombing Iran lead to a revolution? The more likely scenario would be a rally around the flag. Ukraine, Palestine, and even Pakistan are all very recent examples of this. In fact, due to their decrease in popularity, it may be beneficial for the Iranian government to let it “get to that point.”
So far US pressure has achieved a lot without sanctions:

1. Humanitarian aid in form of food, water and medication was allowed.

2. Non humanitarian aid such as fuel and beyond.

3. Scaling down IAF bombardment of Gaza severely.

4. Scaling down the scope of the forces deployed to Gaza and a switch to anti insurgency operations in Northern Gaza.

5. Scaling down IDF operations in the middle of Gaza strip.

I don't think we have credible information what the pressure encompasses, but likely threats to cut munition supplies, UNSC veto and so on.

Threats of sanctions are at a risk of producing the opposite effect than a deescalation.
I suppose if we are defining "the block" as the Middle East but imho "the block" is The World.  

Even then, I think there is an argument it's Israel over Iran currently unless they have they have a 'secret' nuclear breakout.  With that said I think we've still got more nukes over there than anybody else (officially), I don't see that "big badness" changes with a few drones.

Iran is a capable puppet master with a very real economy/manufacturing base (their dependence on China for input materials/advanced tech notwithstanding) but they are no world power on the block.  Even regionally they are nothing like an overwhelming overmatch for their local rivals (yet).
>The world is aware that people in the American democracy aren't willing to put boots on the ground and can act accordingly.

As an absolute statement that is simply not true.

>It's not the Victorian era anymore, the mood of a democratic populace is meaningful.

Nobody said otherwise, let's see how the public sentiment sits after 3 black/2 female Americans have been killed now by Iranian proxies sinks in.

>It's possible to willingly allow your hegemony to lapse and that's what you're watching right now. 

You can still be "the baddest guy on the block" without having complete hegemony.

>American foreign and military policy is practically constrained and countries like Iran can freely act accordingly.

The policy is not "practically constrained" at the moment, we have absolute "practical ability" to act, the reality is it's politically constrained.  Arguably by incredibly weak (and blatantly corrupt) leadership that has already led us into one increasingly unpopular ~war as a show of their incompetence.
I think you're right that handing the Ukrainian general staff the "idiot ball" is not a useful way to analyze the situation. IMHO it's likely that they're making major efforts to Westernize their military, and also likely that they haven't been able to run Western-style combined arms ops above a certain level. Where and when would they have the ability to conduct Corps-level exercises during a major war demanding every scrap of their material and manpower? Sometimes you have to send in the Pals battalions even if you wish you could wait to train folks further.
I actually had the Red Army in mind when writing my comment. I’ve read a pretty convincing argument that STAVKA was superior to OKW precisely because Soviet officership was worse on average than the Germans, and the Soviets knew it, so they were very meticulous at finding their very best officers and pooling them together where they could work with greatest efficiency. If Ukraine isn’t doing this then in my opinion it’s a pretty obvious own-goal.
I don’t follow the logic of that. Overloaded companies is the same problem as too many brigades just at the tactical level, and putting staff officers into field roles is wasteful as then you have no staff at all. If Ukraine doesn’t have enough officers then putting several brigades under one division and its attendent staff is the most efficient solution: that’s precisely the method used by nearly every combattant last century when they needed to mobilize forces made up of conscripts.
You are not wrong, but "which general?". As the line goes, the buck stops with the president. There is a lot of generals running the defense ministry of any country, and different generals will have different ideas.

I am not aware of any president in a war who wasn't pitched at least a bunch of different options by different generals. And it is the president's job to pick and choose - a lot of trade offs really need to be analyzed at the presidential level. Things like whether it is worthwhile to trade a few brigades for a non-strategic town is seriously above the paygrade of the generals.
I don't disagree and I'm not discunting glide bombs. All I'm saying is that if more active VKS participation in the war is going to be delayed for years until Ukrainian air defense has been expended defending against cheap drones and cruise missiles, it's not a particularly flattering estimation of VKS capabilities.
Zelensky is also much younger than both those guys and supposedly uses his own social media unlike those guys. It's just beyond dumb to think that he needed to do this to check the reaction of the public. There could be reasons but this version just doesn't make any sense.
I agree that is a possibility, but it's not the only one. Plenty of governments have become unpopular due to wars they started. As long as US attacks are focused on the IRGC and similar institutions which are widely hated in Iran, and do not cause significant civilian casualties, there is a chance for synergy with the population rather than opposition from it.
Ah, I thought you meant a permanent ceasefire would be forced.
The better question is when has the West ever run 'Western style combined arms ops' against a peer enemy? The answer is never. It's all textbook theoretical stuff. The sheer hubris of seeing the Russians smash their head into modern day battlefield realities while trying to employ their textbook doctrines and therefore concluding that your own textbook doctrines that have never met a similar stress test are superior never ceases to amaze me.


The West has not fought an enemy credibly able to contest the air space for close to a decade. The hubris has no clothes.
Please remember that Ukraine isn't organized around the brigade, its organized, mostly, around the battalion as the primary tactical unit. Cooperation even internally within brigades isn't as good as it needs to be. I really can't imagine how much worse it could get by trying to centralize control through a divisional command structure, given that the brigades already have C&C issues.
It's true that they have much better ways to measure response. I think it's a way of patching leaks.
